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REMARKS 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S,C. $ 103 

Claims 1-13, 16 and 18-24 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acharya et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,055,184) further in view of Bruce et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,529,416). Claims 14, 15 and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acharya et aL (U.S. Patent No. 6,055,184) in view of ^rwce etaL (U.S. Patent No. 
6,529,416) as applied to claim 13, and further in view of Mihara (U.S. Patent No. 6,735,1 19). 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

The Examiner states that it would have been obvious to incorporate the sending of erase 
commands in parallel to flash chips of Bruce et al. into the system of erasing tagged blocks of 
Acharya et al While Applicants still dispute the obviousness of this combination, even if these 
two references were combined, the combination would not anticipate the present invention as 
claimed. 

Acharya et al and Bruce et al both disclose parallel erasing but that is not what 
Applicants are claiming. Applicants claims are to setting of multiple block erase tags in parallel. 
For example, the last element of claim 1 states in part that a parallel erase block tagging data 
burst is transmitted to the plurality of memory devices. The other independent claims of the 
present application have substantially similar limitations. Parallel erase block tagging for 
multiple memory blocks is a completely different operation than parallel erasing of memory 
devices such as is taught by Acharya et al and Bruce et al Therefore, no combination of 
Acharya et al, Bruce et al, din^ or Mihara teaches or suggests the present invention as claimed. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above remarks. Applicant believes that all pending claims are in condition 
for allowance and respectfully requests a Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. If the 
Examiner has any questions or concerns regarding this application, please contact the 
undersigned at (612) 3 12-221 1 . No new matter has been added by this response. 
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